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WOMEN NOT WELCOME AFTER DARK IN RESTAURAN

Supreme Court, New York.
Clara Foltz, Plaintiff,
Vs,
Fred. Hollender et al.,
* Defendants.

The facts, the reason

and the law as’'given by

MRS, CLARA FOLTZ,

Attorney-at-Law.
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N the evening of Webruary 22 I and my daughter, on our way home from
a private exhibition of the Roentzen ray, stopped at the Hdllenders, a
respedtable hotel and restaurant on West One Hundréed and Twenty-

fifth street. It had begun to rain reavily, and we wanted to find shel-
ter, secure something to eat and order & carrlage to take us home. "It was
about 9:40 p. m, when we took our sedts at one of the vacant tables, 1 beek-

oned o walter and was about ‘te give our order, when he sald:

“Ladies, you cannot he served hers, It is after 9 o'clock.” “What is that?
I don't understand you,” I repled, thoroughly astorlshed.

“That's*the rule of this house,” answered the walter. ‘“Women who do not

" have gentlemen escorts will not be served after 9 p. m. You must leave the
dining room.” At the same time he seized the back of my chalr and pushed it
forward. I arose and, followed by my daughter, spught the manager, to whom
I complained.

*“Oh! That's all right,” said the manager, “That's the rule of this house,
The walter only did his duty. We don't serve women without eseorts after 9
o'cloe

“But,” I answered, “this is a great injustice, Don't_you see all these people
Jatighing at me? Here Is my card. I did not know your rule. You have no
right to make such a rule. It Is unjust and an insult, Can’t you d:scrlr_ninate
in favor of known respectable people?

“We make no discrimination.” said the manager, “and you must go." He
would not look at my card while T was there, but evidently he read it after I
was gone, for the next morning his attorney called on me at my office, in
Temple Court, to regret the occurrénce of the night before and to deplore the
idea of a sult. T never got s0 much free advice from an attorney before In
my life.

“If you will abolish the rule I will not bring suit,” T said to him. “Oh, no,"
he repited, “we can't do that, The rule must stand.” “Then we will carry the
matter to court on a test case, and see if it will sitnnd, " | answered. A few
days later I filed suit for $5,000 damages. The publication of the matter has
brought me hundreds of letters from men and women In every walk of Hfe—
from Jjudges, lawyers, legisiators, soclely women, neéwspaper women, Llype-
writers, ete. Thoey represent every phase of decent New York life. Every let-
ter was commendatory, and expressed a hope that 1 would succeed In breaking
down the Intolerable rule. There was but one crilio.hm. and that was that the

EUGBHE GARNIER, MANAGER AT DEL-
MONICO'S.

No woman or nimber of women without
mile escorts can be =erved here after 6 o'clock
in the evening,

This very subject was raised here lagt even-
ing by a well-known clubman 4and his wife.
Said he: “If my wife were to come here alone
to-morrow evening, say at half-past 6 and
asked to be served, would you refuse to serve
her?"

“Most emphatically we would,” I replied.
“There I8 nota woman in New Yorkwho could
be served by us If she came unattended after
6 o'clock. Ladlés who wish to dine alone in
the evening should go to restauranls that are
cunnected with hotels.
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T WAS Miss Busan King, the veteran
real estate dealer, who first achieved
the right of a woman to go alene
into a restaurant and eat her lunch-
eon. In'making others respeet her right
to enter a downtown restaurant for a
midday meal Miss Susan wenl through
enough mortification, humiliation and
misapprehension of her motives to have
herself sl up 48 a martyr in another
period of the world’s history,

# The saume arguments that were ad-
vanced then Lo discourage women from
eating abroad at midday are now
i driven to their last entrenchments in
% o few restaurants to discourage them
from eating abroad after 6 o'clock.
- There |s some humor in the thought

that we are consldered dangerous

enough to be thus legislated against.

Delmonico’s—After G.
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THOMAS M. HILLIARD, MANAGER AT ! g
THE WALDORF.

No respectable woman. Is ever refused
service at the Waldorf, We never show
courtesies to men here that are not shown
to women., If a woman does not conduct
herself properly here she I8 requested not
to come again, and the same policy is
adopted with men who are objectionable. -

1 thought the practice of excluding !
from hotels and restaurants women who !
come unattended by men was given up
Iong ago. 1t is & relle of the Middle Ages.
If there are any restauranis or hotels
+ that refuse to serve respectable women
+ who are unattended, T should think they
were the sort of places where respectable
women wuuld not be safe,

damages asked were too small
The unwholesome and unlawful rule
cught not to be tolerated for a day. A
thousand years of contrary practiee
under every sun shows how unheces-
gary It is. It is cruel and viclous -
every line. It works hardship upon
an inonumerable glass of decent, respec-
table women. It violates the express
provisions of thie Penai Code, It keep:
women firom theatres and leetures
And last, but not least, it slanders the
city. If there ean be anything owrse,,
the matter 18 made so by the hypo-
critical pretence of the proprietors
that they are doing all this—breaking W2~
the law, Indueing to erime, vlolatlug§

fndividual rlights,  demoralizing the

people, and libelling the women of the |.
city—in the Intérest of morality. They'
are doing nothing of the kind, The
motive of the rule is not decency, but
dollars,

The law is clear enough. Eection 351 of the Penal Code makes It a mis-
demeanor for an Innkeeper to refuge to entertaln a guest, the same as for a
railroad to refusc to carry a passenger. It Is the veriest nonsense to suppose
that an innkeeper can suspend a penal statute by a private rule. It he could,
every Lhief could do the same thing. There is ne statutory eivil law on this
subject, but the common law s perfectly clear: 3

“An innkeeper Is bound by our law, 88 & servant of the pwblle and exerclsitiy a
publie voention, to Iodge and entertain, to the extent of his sccommodations, all suita-

Delmonico's—Before 6.

GHARLES GAFEN, MANAGER AT EOR- :
LON'S.

Women unattended by men are refused ad-
mittance to our restaurant after 9 o'clock at
night. Of course, the rule doesn’t always
work.

Sometimes women who have been refused
service have resorted to the expedient of hiring
a messenger boy to sit at their table durmg’
their meal.

But this is an exceptlonal instance, Respec-
: table women do not, as a rule, come to our res-
A taurant aldne aflter 8 o'clock, and the few who
" : do lnvariably accept our explanation pleas-
r antly and go quietly away. The rule has
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proved valuable alike to propristors and pa-
trons, and an absolute necessity In our pres-
ent location.
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ble personis who may. spply, nnd be eannot, If he hus room In his house, unreasonnhly

refuge, on any pretence, Lo receive as guest any person who tenders blm ressonable
recompenge therefor, without rendering himseif Hable to the party ln damages.”

And It is not even necessary to tender.the money unless the refusal be made
upon the ground of the applicant's inabllity to pay, :

The law gives the injured party both a civil and a penal remedy. It is the
instrument by which this rule can be abrogated. It Is a lawful, peaceable
means, Intended to be used. Have our women the courage to use L7
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WomenAreMartyrstoAncient Tradition

Tu our shame it must be admitted that the French conform to a iuore
ideal wonception of a democracy in its treatment of all eitizens alike than we
have arrived at in this country. A woman may go and come freely in public
places in Paris, provided her behavior does not violate the rules respecting
public orders A man {5 under the same restrictions, no more, no less.

There g no evading the fact that here we regard men asg less capable of
taking care of themselves, for the regulations of public life ara chizfly for his
safety, We who have so much more confidence in his ability to stand up for
himselt can only regret that it should be consldered necessary to plead the
baby act in his favor. Notwithstanding, however, the recent police regulations
and the determination of certain restaurants to look after him at all costs,
there s n growing and justifiable hiellef In his abllity to protect himself. A
few years ago the Casino would not sell tickets to twt women, unaccompanied
b¥ & man, after the roof garden season opened, The rule ia no longer in foree,
yet meun visit roof gardens freely and without coming (6 harm.

The world does move. and we with it. Indeed, we may all, T think, look
forward to the time when women will be no mors discriminated against in
New York City than the women in other countries which have no Fourteenth
Amendment tg their constitutions. MARY GAY HUMPHREXS




